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THE ADVOCATE OF PEACE. 



April, 



Women and War. 

We women teach our little sons how wrong 

And how ignoble blows are; school and church 

Support our precepts, and inoculate 

The growing minds with thoughts of love and peace. 

" Let dogs delight to bark and bite," we say; 

But human beings with immortal souls 

Must rise above the methods of the brute, 

And walk with reason and with self-control. 

And then — dear God! you men, you wise, strong men, 

Our self -announced superiors in brain, 

Our peers in judgment, you go forth to war! 

You leap at one another, mutilate 

And starve and kill your fellowmen, and ask 

The world's applause for such heroic deeds. 

You boast and strut; and if no song is sung, 

No laudatory epic writ in blood, 

Telling how many widows you have made, 

Why then, perforce, you say our bards are dead 

And inspiration sleeps to wake no more. 

And we, the women, we whose lives you are — 
What can we do but sit in silent homes, 
And wait and suffer ? Not for us the blare 
Of trumpets and the bugles' call to arms — 
For us no waving banners, no supreme 
Triumphant hour of conquest. Ours the slow 
Dread torture of uncertainty, each day 
The bootless battle with the same despair, 
And when at last your victories reach our ears, 
There reaches with them, to our pitying hearts, 
The thought of countless homes made desolate, 
And other women weeping for their dead. 

O men, wise men, superior beings, say, 
Is there no substitute for war in this 
Great age and era! If you answer " No," 
Then let us rear our children to be wolves, 
And teach them from the cradle how to kill. 

— Ella Wheeler Wilcox in Hearst's Boston American. 



Arbitration with Great Britain. 



Public Feeling in England on the Subject of a 
Treaty. 

By the Hon. James Bryce, M. P., author of the " American 
Commonwealth," etc., and formerly a member of the British 
Cabinet. 

I am asked to express an opinion as to the attitude of 
the public mind in England towards the suggestion of a 
general arbitration treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain. Englishmen of all classes have for the 
past few months been so much occupied with the ques- 
tion of protection versus free trade that other subjects 
receive comparatively little attention, and thus it befalls 
that the raising on the other side of the Atlantic of the 
question of an arbitration treaty has excited less com- 
ment and discussion than would have been given to it 
had it arisen a year ago. Nevertheless there can be no 
sort of doubt as to the sentiment which animates the 
British people on the subject. 

A few months ago a general arbitration treaty was 



concluded with France designed to bind the two. nations 
to have recourse to the Hague Court of Arbitration, 
established in 1899. By this treaty, which is to last foi 
five years, the two arbitrating powers agree to refer to 
the Hague Tribunal " all differences which may arise 
between them of a judicial nature, or relating to the 
interpretation of treaties, which it may not have been 
possible to settle by diplomacy, provided nevertheless 
that they do not affect the vital interests, the independ- 
ence or the honor of the two contracting states, and do 
not concern the interests of third parties." It is further 
provided that in such case there shall be a special agree- 
ment clearly defining the matter in dispute, the scope of 
the powers of the arbitrators, and the periods to be fixed 
for the formation of the arbitral tribunal and for the 
several stages of the procedure. General approval has 
been experienced in England of this treaty, and it is 
believed that a similar treaty is contemplated with at 
least one other European power. 

It need hardly be said that when such is the feeling of 
satisfaction at our arrangement with France, even more 
must it be the feeling of our people towards the United 
States; and that any movement made there to revive the 
project of a general scheme of arbitration will be received 
here with cordial sympathy. 

There are, no doubt, persons in all countries who dis- 
parage general arrangements of this kind. They argue 
somewhat in this fashion : If there be already good feel- 
ing between two nations, arbitration in any given case or 
a general provision for arbitration is superfluous, because 
that good feeling will do all that is needed, and will 
enable an amicable settlement to be reached. If, on the 
other hand, there should be at the moment when the 
dispute ari>es irritation or bitterness between the coun- 
tries, then the provisions will be evaded. The country 
which thinks itself the stronger, or which feels most 
keenly, will insist on asserting what it calls its rights, 
evading, on the plea of " vital interests " or " honor," the 
engagement to go to arbitration. 

Now it may be admitted that evasion of this kind is 
possible. The exception of " honor " made in the treaty 
just quoted is of very doubtful merit, because questions 
of so-called national honor are often just the questions 
which most need to be referred to arbitration, inasmuch 
as they are those which a nation finds it hardest to 
recede from when it has once taken up a position, so that 
the friendly intervention of a third party is especially 
valuable. If, however, there be a general provision for 
referring such questions, it becomes a matter of duty 
and good faith to stand by the treaty and let these 
questions be referred. Jf there be no such provision, 
the referring of them is distasteful, because liable to be 
construed as indicating a want of spirit. One general 
arbitration treaty at least has, I believe, been already 
concluded between two powers, providing for a refer- 
ence to the Hague tribunal of all disputes whatever 
which have failed to be settled by ordinary negotiations. 
And without going so far as to say that there should be 
no excepted cases, certainly the fewer they are the 
better. 

The value of arbitration, or of conciliation by a third 
party, lies not merely in its providing a means of deter- 
mining a difficult issue of law or fact, but in its making 
it easy for the contending parties to abate their respective 



